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prize law conform to her common law at the expense of the harmony of inter- 
national law. Mr. Roscoe recognizes this, to some extent at least, and offers 
the following truly British solution: "An assimilation of the prize law of other 
European countries to that of Great Britain can in the future only be obtained 
by the international recognition, as expressions of the law of nations, of par- 
ticular reasoned British precedents. . . ." And this solution, as he justly 
says, "can scarcely be regarded as probable." 

The chapters on "The Stowell Case Law and the Declaration of London," 
and on "The Stowell Case in the Great War," are valuable. The author re- 
gards the Declaration of London with much hostility, though conceding that it 
may be of some value to countries which have not the English case law of 
prize. And the existence of the English case law causes the author also to 
declare: "It is clear that an international Court of Appeal for prize cases 
is outside the range of possibility" (p. 92). The appendices are well arranged 
and of value. 

The occasional rather naive outcroppings of patriotism do not affect the 
value of the volume or destroy its charm. It is a book which should interest 
all lawyers and many laymen at this time. Raeburn Green. 



Cases in Quasi Contract, Selected from Decisions or English and Ameri- 
can Courts. By Edward S. Thurston. St. Paul: West Publishing Com- 
pany. 1016. pp. xv, 622. 

This is an excellent case book. In fact the best on the subject now existing. 
Its six chapters, covering the conventional topics hitherto dealt with in text- 
books and case books, are: Nature of Quasi Contract, 50 pages; Benefits Con- 
ferred by Mistake, 182 pages; Benefits Conferred under Contract which has 
been Partially Preferred, 195 pages; Benefits Voluntarily Conferred without 
Contract, 56 pages; Benefits Conferred under Compulsion, 89 pages; Waiver 
of Tort, 41 pages. The arrangement of the subdivisions and the selection of 
cases seem to be admirable. There is of course no better proof of this than the 
use of the book in the class room, and the volume has well stood a six weeks' 
test with students. The only possible improvement of classification that might 
be suggested in the earlier portion of the book would be to place ch. II, 1, 1, c, 
Mistake as to Collateral Matters, after ch. n. 2, IV, Mistake as to the Nature 
of Subject-Matter of a Contract. But this is arguable. 

Many of the cases are new; more than two-thirds of them had not appeared 
in Scott's Cases. A partial test reveals that they have been excellently abbrevi- 
ated, with the exception that an interesting point is omitted in Haven v. Foster 
9 Pick. 112 (p. 228). The citation of cases in the notes is careful; and there 
seems to be no instance of the fault, exasperating to the teacher, of printing 
cases not in point. In case book making it is no doubt ordinarily wise to select 
for the notes, while indicating the weight of authority, only important deci- 
sions. This Professor Thurston has done well. But in a subject like Quasi 
Contract, which is still incompletely understood by the courts, and in which it is 
difficult to run down cases in digest, it would seem helpful to have a more ex- 
haustive list of authorites in the notes than here appears ; though this omission is 
partially remedied by the number of new principal cases. In any event the 
important recent decision on change of position of Baylis v. Bishop of London, 
[1913] 1 Ch. 127, should have appeared, or at least been referred to. 

We can commend highly the quality of the paper. The book, containing 
over 600 pages, is less than i}4 inches thick including the cover; and yet the 
paper takes readily and retains well pencil or ink annotations. 

Joseph Warren. 



